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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claim 9 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject 
matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s) , or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim (s) in independent form. 

The sole limitation recited by claim 9 (that the second 
image data is bitmap data) is recited in parent claim 8. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Onodera. 

Re claims 8-13, Onodera discloses (Figure 3; column 5, line 
10 - column 7, line 2; particularly column 6, lines 17-54), an 
arrangement for receiving page description language image data 
(compressed raster i.e. bitmap -- data) and converting 
(expanding) this input data to image raster (bitmap) data. The 
time required for this conversion is compared with the time 
required for transferring raster data (step S307; column 6, 
lines 44-46) . If the former is shorter then a new compression 
means is selected for the page description language data (step 
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307) , which inherently requires the retention and storage of 
this data until this selection is completed. The raster data is 
then used to produce a printout. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 1-7 & 14-16 are allowed. 

5. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: 

Re claims 1, 3, & 14 (and dependent claims 2 & 4-7), the 
art of record does not teach or suggest the recited comparison 
of the volumes of first image data and third image data, where 
the first image data is the originally received data and the 
third image data is the result of compressing second image data 
produced by developing the first image data, and then 
conditionally storing image data based on the comparison result. 

Re claims 15-16, the art of record does not teach or 
suggest the recited conditional (based on whether image data of 
two previous pages are stored as second rather than first image 
data) comparison of first image data developing time and a 
second time required for printing a recording medium 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments, see Response filed 5/13/05, with 
respect to claims 8, 10, & 13 (and dependent claims 9 & 11-12) 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
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Re claim 8, Applicant argues (5/13/05 Response: page 1, 
line 5 - page 8, line 9) that the development of the ''page 
description language" of Onodera corresponds to steps S301-S305 
of Onodera, and that this development timing is inconsistent 
with that recited in the claim language. 

Upon further consideration. Examiner has made a new 
rejection, reading the claimed "page description language" upon 
the compressed raster data of Onodera, which is "developed" into 
a raster bitmap in the decompression process (the timing of 
which, is determined and compared in step S3 07 of Onodera) . 

Re claim 8, Applicant further argues (5/13/05 Response: 
page 8, line 10 - page 9, line 10) that Onodera discloses the 
storage of compressed raster data in accordance with the result 
of the Onodera time comparison. 

As noted above, upon further consideration, Examiner has 
read the claimed "page description language" upon this 
compressed raster data of Onodera. 

Re claims 10 & 13 (and dependent claims 9 & 11-12) , 
Applicant argues (5/13/05 Response: page 9, lines 11-13) that 
these claims are allowable for the same reasons as claim 8. 

Applicant's arguments re claim 8 are addressed above. 
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Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning the contents of this communication 
or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Stephen M. Brinich at 571-272-7430. 

Any inquiry relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding or any inquiry of a general nature concerning 
application processing should be directed to the Tech Center 
2600 Customer Service center at 571-272-2600 or to the USPTO 
Contact Center at 800-786-9199 or 703-308-4357. 

The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 7:00-4:30, 
alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 571-272-7437. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 571-273-8300 
(as of July 15, 2005) . 
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Hand- carried correspondence may be delivered to the 
Customer Service Window, located at the Randolph Building, 401 
Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314. 

Stephen M Brinich 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2624 



smb 

July 20, 2005 



